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REMARICS 

Claims 1-19 arc pctiding in the Application. 

Independent claims 1, 6, 10, 14, 17, 18 and 19 have been amended to make more 
clear the subject matter of the claims. No new matter is believed to be added, and 
Kupjiort is fhand in the specitiu^iLion for the amendments (scc» e.g. page 10 of the 
spcciiicaLion.) 

Claims 1-19 arc rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) ay anticnpaled by StockwcU 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,072,942.) Applicant respectfully traverses the rcjcctiojis. 

Applicant gratefully acknowledges the Examiaer'a availability for Interview on 
August 1 Oj 2005. In that telephonic interview, Extimintsr Maniti and the undersigned. 
Applicant's attorney, discussed tlie applicability of Stuekwell U.S. Patent 6,072,942 
(herein refeixed to cis ''Stock weir') to claims 1-19. 

As Applicant noted at the Interview, Stoekwell appears to use an UDO to trtinsfer 
any results from one filter to iuiother, or to a terminal. Stockwell's EDO contains, along 
with any results of filters and/or other dat^i, the actual ct^dc itself (Col. 6, lines 8 to 10.) 
It is believed thai such transmission of the actiud code* along with any of the material 
attached by the filters, etc. in StDckwcll, is more unwieldy and rtssDurcc and time 
consuming than the indical()r(s) of the amended intiependent claims. 

Applicant did not and does not agree that Stoekwell was art that anticipated (or 
rendered obvious) the claims belbre the Office, Ht>wever, in an effort solely to expedite 
prosecution, and not as any admission or decitxration that Stoekwell anticipates or renders 
obvious the present claims. Applicant suggested in the Interview that die independent 
claims in tiie ciise could be Jtmcndcd to provide a Markush-type format with regard to 
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aciums ihai might c<in<;Lituie "indicating." No specific group was suggestetl by 
Applicant, however, Applicant suggested thut he provide one with this response. 

As this response was being prepared, however, and upon further review, 
AppHcaiit has dccidetl that ibe Marku;sh type group claim' would he more unwieldy than 
the amendment that hcis been submitted here. Accordingly, the independent claims have 
been amended Lo make tnore clear that indicating, via said proscribed code sctinner, 
whether said cc>de contaitis proscribed code does not include transmiitttng said code to 
said trans f er component . This limitation is of course, patentably distinct over Stoclcwcll, 
which as noted above and at the interview, transmits code in its EDO during operation. 

Accordingly, it is submitted that the lunitatioas of independent claims 1, 6, 10, 14, 
1 7, 1 8 and 1 9, and Ihc claiiris that dqicnd lirtnn tlicm, arc not met by the Stockwell 
reference, and it is re^ipectfully requested that the Examiner's rejections be withdrawn 
and the claims proceed to issue. 
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COJNCLUSION 

Cliiims 1-19 define patentable subjeet matter over the art of reeord and an? not 
anticipated by^ nor obvious in vi«w of the references of record, 

Therelbre, tor the rejixons given above. Applicant siibnnts the application is now 
in ct*)nditiOTi for allowance and Applicant respectfully reqaesLs early issuance of the 
Notice of Allowance. 


Respectfully submitted;, 

'^^^-^-^ 

Joseph E. Chovanes 
Registration No, 33,481 
Suite 329 

5 Great Valley Parkway 
Malvern, PA 19355 
Dated: August 1 0, 2005 (61 0) 648-3994 
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